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1 Understanding Carbon Profiles and Climate Change

2 Introduction: Linking Environment with National Se-
curity

• Traditional national security is being redefined to include environmental stress as a major
factor influencing political stability.

• Environmental degradation threatens access to essential resources, potentially causing
civil unrest and geopolitical instability.

• Climate-induced displacement places pressure on host regions, raising societal tensions.

• A paradox arises: current systems seek to preserve the status quo, yet these very systems
are unsustainable and fuel future crises.

• Without proactive change, environmental crises could trigger abrupt, violent transforma-
tions—natural disasters, resource wars, state collapses.

• Ethical dilemma: who bears the cost today to prevent collapse tomorrow? Justice and
equity, both intergenerational and geopolitical, are central.

3 Key Analytical Axes of Environmental Security Dis-
course

3.1 Securitization of Environmental Risks

• Security emerges from threat perception rather than objective conditions.

• Framing environmental issues as existential threats enables exceptional responses.

• Risks include top-down authoritarian responses or marginalization of humanitarian solu-
tions.

3.2 Referent Objects

• The ”referent object” can be the state, society, individual, or even nature.

• Environmental security often shifts focus from state defense to societal well-being and
ecological stability.

• The choice of referent object dictates the type of security policy developed.
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3.3 Role of Securitizing Actors

• Public actors (governments, institutions) dominate due to political authority.

• Private actors (NGOs, scientists, civil society) shape the discourse and influence agendas.

• Interaction among actors determines how environmental threats are securitized.

3.4 Security Policies and Desecuritization

• Securitized policies can lead to militarization, emergency laws, or exceptional governance.

• Desecuritization brings the issue back into the political realm—allowing normal gover-
nance and cooperative solutions.

• Striking balance is essential to avoid authoritarianism and promote sustainable, inclusive
policy.

4 Referent Objects for National Security: Deepening the
View

• Environmental security extends beyond protecting state borders—it protects civilization
itself.

• Key threats: biodiversity loss, climate change, resource depletion, overpopulation, disease,
food insecurity.

• Industrial activity and overconsumption erode ecosystems and increase global risks.

• The paradox: growth-driven economic models are environmentally unsustainable.

• GDP must be redefined to include environmental costs and social well-being.

• North-South asymmetries: developing countries bear brunt of degradation caused largely
by developed nations.

5 Development of the Environmental Security Discourse

5.1 Natural Science Approach

• Provides data and models to assess biophysical risks.

• Criticized for alarmism and lack of social-political context.

5.2 Political Approach

• Focuses on governance, power dynamics, and international cooperation.

• Analyzes institutional responses and free-rider dilemmas in treaties.
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5.3 Cognitive Dimension

• Emphasizes internalization of externalities and social learning.

• Education, carbon pricing, public awareness raise environmental issues in policy hierar-
chies.

6 Linking Environment, Security, and Development

• Maldevelopment creates conditions for conflict—especially in peripheral regions.

• Political ecology reveals how global markets and elite competition drive local vulnerabil-
ities.

• Resource wars and illicit economies flourish in degraded, insecure regions.

7 Ecological Footprints and Environmental Peacemaking

• Developed nations export ecological burden to the Global South.

• Initiatives like Peace Parks and biodiversity treaties show environment as a cooperation
platform.

• Human security approach sees shared vulnerability as a basis for collective action.

8 Human Security Approach

• Focus shifts to people-centered security—health, livelihood, dignity.

• Urbanization in the Global South brings new forms of environmental insecurity.

• Local-global linkage is essential to build resilience in planetary urban biosphere.

9 Case Study: Iran’s Environmental Security

9.1 Water Stress and Degradation

• Reduced rainfall, wetland loss, and dust storms threaten agriculture, health, and liveli-
hoods.

9.2 Political and Policy Implications

• Water-sharing conflicts and internal governance issues amplify insecurity.
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9.3 Climate Policy

• Iran signed but did not ratify the Paris Agreement, citing sanctions.

• Domestic climate action tied to lifting international restrictions.

9.4 Energy Emissions and INDC

• Over 90% of emissions from fossil fuels; ambitious but conditional INDCs.

• Methane emissions from oil/gas infrastructure are significant.

10 Case Study: Iran’s Environmental Security (En-
riched)

10.1 Water Stress and Degradation

• Iran is projected to experience a 2.6°C increase in temperature and a 35% reduction in
precipitation, contributing to worsening droughts and drying wetlands.

• Dust storms, intensified by climate change and anthropogenic mismanagement, have es-
calated respiratory diseases, especially in urban centers like Tehran and Ahvaz.

• Critical wetlands like Lake Urmia and Hamoun have dried significantly, disrupting re-
gional ecologies and livelihoods.

• Urban heat island effects and increased vehicular emissions in Tehran have further com-
pounded air pollution.

10.2 Political and Policy Implications

• Iran remains the largest GHG emitter in the Middle East, producing over 616,741 Mt
CO2 annually, with more than 86% from the energy sector.

• Poor institutional coordination, insufficient environmental regulation, and dependency on
fossil fuel subsidies hinder mitigation efforts.

• Hydro-political tensions with neighbors over shared river basins exacerbate foreign policy
challenges.

10.3 Climate Policy and International Dynamics

• Iran signed the Paris Agreement in 2016 but did not ratify it due to U.S. withdrawal and
intensification of sanctions.

• Intended Nationally Determined Contributions (INDCs): 4% unconditional, 12% condi-
tional reduction in GHGs.
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• Sanctions limit access to green finance, technology transfers, and global carbon markets,
creating a climate justice dilemma.

• Iran’s INDC ambitions are framed in terms of international equity and the right to de-
velopment.

10.4 GHG Emissions and National Trends

• Between 2000–2010, Iran’s CO2 emissions rose from 375 to 677 Gt; total CO2-equivalent
emissions reached over 1,092 Gt in 2010.

• Iran ranks 7th globally in methane emissions due to extensive flaring and inefficient oil
extraction.

• Without structural energy reforms, emissions are projected to increase further due to
population growth, urbanization, and economic policies favoring heavy industry.

11 Iran’s Energy Sector and Regional Environmental
Challenges

• Fossil fuel subsidies account for significant public spending, distorting market incentives
and inhibiting renewable energy investment.

• Green finance initiatives, such as carbon bonds or environmental taxation, remain under-
developed due to institutional and political constraints.

• Coastal degradation in the Caspian Sea and Persian Gulf poses transboundary environ-
mental security risks:

– In the Caspian: rising water levels, habitat destruction, pollution from upstream
nations (e.g., Volga River), and loss of biodiversity.

– In the Gulf: legacy oil spills from the Iran-Iraq War and the Gulf War; threats to
coral reefs, marine biodiversity, and shrimping industries.

• Iran participates in regional initiatives like the Caspian Environment Programme and
the Regional Organization for the Protection of the Marine Environment (ROPME), yet
enforcement remains weak.

• Environmental degradation is harming Iran’s tourism potential (e.g., in the Mazandaran
and Hormozgan provinces), threatening regional livelihoods.

12 Broader Implications and Environmental Security
Linkages

• According to Rezayan et al. (2017), unsustainable development policies—especially ur-
ban expansion, population growth, and fossil fuel dependence—undermine human and
environmental security.
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• Health risks from pollution have reached critical levels: WHO (2012) data show that
over 2.5 million global deaths yearly are linked to environmental contaminants; Iran
contributes significantly due to poor air quality.

• Iran’s environmental insecurity is compounded by weak disaster risk reduction systems,
rising environmental refugees, and unequal urban vulnerability.

• Scholars from the Copenhagen School and Woodrow Wilson Center frame Iran’s environ-
mental condition as a national security threat—especially through water scarcity, food
insecurity, and pollution-induced mortality.

• Transboundary ecological degradation (Caspian Basin, Persian Gulf) also challenges re-
gional peacebuilding efforts and economic development.

13 Conclusion: Iran’s Environmental Security as a
Strategic Imperative

• Iran’s case exemplifies the convergence of environmental degradation, development policy
failure, and geopolitical conflict.

• Addressing Iran’s ecological crisis requires: institutional reform, climate adaptation
strategies, energy transition, and regional cooperation.

• Framing Iran’s ecological degradation as a human and environmental security crisis may
help mobilize both domestic and international responses.

• Iran must navigate between sanctions-induced isolation and global environmental coop-
eration to secure a sustainable future.

14 Case Study: China’s Environmental and Carbon Se-
curity

14.1 Ideological and Strategic Framework

• China’s ”ecological civilization” enshrined in Xi Jinping Thought emphasizes harmony
between society and nature, forming the core ideology behind its environmental policies.

• The 30-60 Goals aim for peak carbon emissions by 2030 and carbon neutrality by 2060.

• The Five-Year Plans and the ”1+N” framework implement these strategies across sectors.

14.2 Environmental Security Stressors

• China faces six major stressors impacting national and regional environmental security:

1. Ecosystem degradation: habitat loss, wetland destruction, pollution, and biodi-
versity collapse.
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2. Food security: shrinking arable land (estimated 121.7 million ha in 2007), ground-
water overuse in the North China Plain, and soil pollution.

3. Energy security: increasing reliance on imported oil and uranium; coal still com-
prises over 60% of the energy mix despite clean energy investments.

4. Water insecurity: 280 million people exposed to unsafe water; North China faces
extreme scarcity.

5. Urbanization: 100 million rural migrants expected in cities by 2030, placing severe
stress on resources and infrastructure.

6. Climate change: intensifies risks across all the above domains; China’s total CO2

emissions still growing.

14.3 Results from Ecological and Environmental Security Evalua-
tion (Zhang & Xu, 2017)

• 14 indicators across water, land, air, and biodiversity were analyzed using veto and bal-
anced aggregation methods.

• Water Security: Over 40% of land area classified as danger level. Severe crisis in North
China Plain, Yunnan-Guizhou Plateau, and northeastern wetland zones.

• Land Security: Desertification in Xinjiang, soil erosion in Loess Plateau, heavy metal
pollution in southern provinces.

• Air Security: PM2.5 hotspots in Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei, Sichuan Basin, Yangtze Delta;
acid rain in southern China.

• Biodiversity Security: Most threats concentrated in southern China; endangered habi-
tats in Yunnan, Fujian, and Nanling Mountains.

• Final Evaluation: 70% of land area showed signs of ecological crisis under veto aggrega-
tion; only 16% qualified as secure.

14.4 International Environmental Security and Cooperation

• China has engaged in multilateral environmental diplomacy (e.g., Tripartite Environment
Ministers Meeting (TEMM), NOWPAP).

• Environmental security functions as a diplomatic soft-power tool in China-Japan rela-
tions—providing a platform for building trust through technical cooperation.

• Despite functional cooperation, securitization of environmental issues remains lim-
ited—most problems treated as technical, not existential threats.

• China’s regional initiatives increasingly blend domestic ecological goals with international
legitimacy (e.g., Belt and Road green standards).
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14.5 Adaptive Governance and Policy Gaps

• Although China has increased renewable investments, institutional weaknesses limit the
adaptive response:

– Fragmented policy implementation
– Poor information transparency and inter-agency coordination
– Low participatory governance at local levels

• Adaptive governance frameworks stress the importance of multi-stakeholder participation,
transparency, iterative learning, and decentralized environmental management.

• Grumbine (2014) notes that China’s current trajectory depends too heavily on techno-
fixes rather than holistic socio-ecological reform.

15 Conclusion: China’s Environmental Security and
Sovereignty Dilemma

• China’s environmental security challenge lies in balancing economic growth with ecological
stability.

• While carbon neutrality goals are ambitious, implementation faces internal contradic-
tions—urban expansion, fossil fuel dependency, and institutional inertia.

• Transboundary environmental risks (e.g., hydropower impacts on Southeast Asia, regional
air pollution) complicate China’s external security profile.

• Strengthening environmental security requires: adaptive governance, regional coop-
eration, justice-centered planning, and citizen engagement.

• As both a leading emitter and green investor, China’s global climate leadership must
navigate the paradox of being a polluter-reformer.

16 Final Reflections: Towards Environmental
Sovereignty

• Environmental sovereignty is no longer a peripheral concern—it is central to both national
security and global order in the Anthropocene.

• Climate change acts as a systemic threat to international society, potentially destabilizing
economies, ecosystems, and state structures simultaneously.

• As articulated by Falkner and Buzan (2022), great powers carry disproportionate ecolog-
ical footprints and thus have amplified responsibilities. Yet many of them are perceived
as great irresponsibles.

• Environmental sovereignty calls for a rethinking of three foundational questions:
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1. Who governs? A shift from state-centric sovereignty to a collective governance
model is needed, involving states, corporations, and civil society actors across levels.

2. What is prioritized? Traditional economic indicators (e.g., GDP) must give way
to sustainability-based metrics; environmental protection should not be seen as a
cost, but as a value.

3. How do we sustain without collapse? Achieving net-zero trajectories, climate
adaptation, and equitable resilience will require unprecedented coordination and
systemic innovation.

• Dual Power Structures: Following Buzan and Falkner’s typology:

– Negative power : ability of great powers to inflict environmental harm (e.g., via fossil
fuel dominance, deforestation).

– Positive power : capability to influence cooperative regimes, finance transitions, and
lead global climate action.

• From Material Power to Normative Responsibility: Recognition, as per the En-
glish School approach, entails not just capacities but legitimate leadership—a transfor-
mation from domination to stewardship.

• Minilateralism vs. Multilateral Gridlock: As climate governance becomes more
urgent, a core group of high-emitting powers (China, US, EU, India, Russia) must lead
through focused, high-stakes diplomatic platforms.

• Environmental raison de système: The idea that systemic survival depends on col-
lective ecological responsibility. This concept must become a core organizing principle in
diplomacy.

• Deep Pluralism Challenge: The diffusion of power away from Western dominance
creates new legitimacy dilemmas for climate leadership. A pluralistic international society
must foster cooperation amid divergent values and interests.

• Iran and China, with contrasting governance models and geopolitical positions, highlight
the tension between national sovereignty and planetary responsibility.

• Climate securitization at the UN Security Council level is limited due to veto politics
(e.g., Russia and China blocking resolutions), but the narrative is shifting.

• Environmental sovereignty is the new frontier of responsible power—how a nation man-
ages its carbon, water, and biodiversity profiles reflects its claim to global leadership.
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1 Two Ways to Understand “Great Powers”

1. Material (Realist) Approach – “Power from muscles and money”

• A country is powerful if it has strong armies, big economies, large populations, and rich
resources.

• Example: The U.S. is considered powerful due to nuclear weapons, economy, and global
presence.

• Problems:

– Hard to agree on what matters more: weapons or technology?
– Powerful countries don’t always win (e.g., US in Vietnam, USSR in Afghanistan).
– Risk of circular logic: saying someone is powerful because they succeeded, and they

succeeded because they were powerful.

2. Social (English School) Approach – “Power through respect and
responsibility”

• Power is not just about resources, but also about recognition and responsible behavior.

• Example: A teacher is respected for maintaining order, not just knowledge.

• A country is powerful if others expect it to act responsibly and help manage peace.

• Even if a country has weapons, it may not be a great power if it is not respected.

2 Categories of Power in World Politics

• Superpower: Can influence the entire world. (e.g., USA post-WWII, USSR)

• Great Power: Strong in many regions, but not dominant worldwide. (e.g., China, India,
EU)

• Middle Power: Respected, helpful in diplomacy, often smaller. (e.g., Canada, Australia)

• Regional Power: Strong mainly in their own region. (e.g., Brazil, Nigeria)

• Intermediate Power: Between regional and great power. (e.g., India, Brazil)

• Honorary Power: Symbolically respected, despite weak capabilities. (e.g., Sweden after
1648)
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3 Confusions in Classifying Powers

• No universal agreement on who qualifies as a great power.

• China was not seen as a superpower in the 1970s despite rising influence.

• Scholars use overlapping terms like “superpower” and “great power”.

4 What is Deep Pluralism?

Definition

Deep pluralism means a world where many countries and even non-government actors share
power, with no single country acting as the global boss.

Why is this Happening?

• Western dominance is declining (especially USA and UK).

• Countries like China and India are rising.

• The internet and globalization connect everyone.

• NGOs and corporations like Facebook and Red Cross play global roles.

Two Types of Deep Pluralism

• Contested Pluralism: Countries resist others’ roles, and compete for dominance.

• Consensual Pluralism: Countries and actors accept each other and work together.

5 What is Environmental Power?

Two Forms

• Negative Power: The ability to harm the planet or block climate agreements.

• Positive Power: Leading global cooperation, green technology, and clean development.

Why it is Unique

• In environmental politics, small states and NGOs matter a lot.

• Even non-state actors can lead (e.g., Red Cross during Ebola).
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• Countries with forests, green energy, or disaster response skills are powerful in climate
talks.

6 Rethinking Responsibility

• Traditionally, great powers were expected to lead and maintain peace.

• Now, too many problems require cooperation beyond just powerful states.

• Smaller states, scientists, and NGOs are also important leaders.

• Climate change affects everyone – so everyone shares responsibility.

7 The World is Not Classical Multipolar Anymore

• In the past: 5–10 countries competed to dominate the world.

• Now: The world is highly connected and no country wants to lead alone.

• Power is shared across governments, companies, NGOs, and regions.

• The idea of one global leader (hegemon) is outdated.

8 Final Summary

• Power includes both strength and respect.

• The world is moving towards shared leadership.

• Environmental issues need cooperation from all actors—big and small.

• Deep pluralism reflects a world with many leaders and new ways of working together.
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Environmental Power and Great Powers: Deep and Struc-
tured Notes for Classroom Understanding

9 What is Global Environmental Politics (GEP)?

Global Environmental Politics (GEP) is the field of international relations that studies how
global actors—including nation-states, international organizations, non-governmental organi-
zations (NGOs), corporations, and transnational movements—interact to manage and respond
to environmental problems that transcend national boundaries.

• GEP addresses issues such as climate change, ozone layer depletion, deforestation, biodi-
versity loss, marine pollution, and desertification.

• It is inherently multidisciplinary, incorporating politics, economics, ethics, and law, and
operates across multiple levels—local, national, regional, and global.

• GEP is distinct from national environmental politics because it deals with problems whose
causes and effects span across borders, requiring cooperation among multiple states and
non-state actors.

• Its complexity arises from the absence of a central authority in world politics, meaning
that negotiation, consensus-building, and soft power play crucial roles.

10 What is Environmental Power?

Environmental Power refers to the capacity of states or actors to influence outcomes in global
environmental policymaking. It includes both material and social aspects of power and can be
used for positive or negative purposes.

10.1 Material Environmental Power

• Tangible resources or capabilities that give a country influence over environmental mat-
ters.

• Examples include:

– Control over natural resources like forests, water bodies, and fossil fuels.
– Ability to cause transboundary environmental damage through high emissions or

environmental degradation.
– Financial and economic means to offer aid or impose sanctions during environmental

negotiations.

• Military strength is usually not as relevant here, unlike in traditional power politics.
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10.2 Social/Ideational Environmental Power

• Refers to the ability of a state or actor to shape norms, ideas, identities, and perceptions
in global environmental discourse.

• States with legitimate authority in environmental negotiations can:

– Set agendas (e.g., framing climate change as a security issue).
– Influence other countries’ understanding of environmental responsibilities.
– Promote ideas like “green growth,” “sustainable development,” or “ecological civi-

lization.”
– Encourage behavior change through ideational leadership.

• Such power comes from being recognized by others as a leader or innovator in environ-
mental fields.

11 Environmental Power as a Neutral Concept

• Like economic or military power, environmental power is inherently neutral—it simply
reflects a state’s ability to influence environmental outcomes.

• It can be used to:

– Support global environmental protection (positive use).
– Undermine or block global efforts (negative use).

• Its judgment depends on how it is exercised and to what ends.

12 Positive vs. Negative Environmental Power

12.1 Negative Environmental Power

• Occurs when a country contributes significantly to global environmental degradation or
obstructs international agreements.

• Examples:

– Refusing to sign or ratify treaties.
– Continuing environmentally harmful practices despite global pressure.
– High emissions with no mitigation efforts.

• Grants de facto veto authority in negotiations.

• Issue-specific examples:

– USA and China: Top carbon emitters.
– Brazil, Indonesia, Congo: Deforestation.
– Japan, Norway, Iceland: Whaling.
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12.2 Positive Environmental Power

• About leadership and constructive engagement.

• Includes:

– Providing tech or financial aid.
– Leading in green innovation.
– Creating international coalitions.

• Historical examples:

– USA in the 1972 Stockholm Conference.
– EU in climate negotiations.
– Japan in Southeast Asia aid.

13 The Diffusion of Environmental Capabilities

• Environmental power is more widely dispersed than military or economic power.

• Influential actors include:

– NGOs (e.g., Greenpeace, WWF).
– IGOs (e.g., UNEP, IPCC).
– Cities/regions (e.g., California, Copenhagen).
– Corporations (e.g., Tesla, BP).

• This creates a complex, decentralized governance system.

14 What Counts as an Environmental Great Power?

• Criteria include:

– Large ecological footprint.
– Veto control over environmental goods/bads.
– Leadership in environmental negotiations.
– Social recognition of responsibility.

• Recognition is vital: power must be acknowledged by others.
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15 Sectoral and Spatial Fragmentation in GEP

15.1 Sectoral Differences

• GEP is divided into many issue-specific areas:

– Climate change
– Biodiversity
– Marine pollution
– Toxic waste
– Desertification

• Different states dominate different sectors:

– EU: Climate and chemicals.
– Brazil: Forests.
– Norway: Whaling.

15.2 Spatial Differences

• Issues exist at multiple scales:

– Global: Climate, ozone.
– Regional: Air pollution, rivers.
– Local: Deforestation, waste.

• Power varies with scale:

– USA, EU, China: Global.
– Japan: Regional.
– Indonesia, Congo: Local but globally significant.

16 Summary Table: Environmental Power Profiles
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Country Negative Power Positive Power Spatial Scale Sectoral Reach

USA High emissions; vari-
able diplomacy

Technological and cli-
mate leadership (his-
torically), diplomatic
pacts

Global Broad

EU Medium emissions;
strong diplomatic
leadership

Regulatory leader-
ship, climate agree-
ments

Global & Re-
gional

Broad

China Highest emitter;
large industrial foot-
print

Renewable energy
leadership, climate
cooperation with
USA

Global & Re-
gional

Broad (esp. cli-
mate)

Japan Resource-intensive;
large ecological
shadow

Environmental aid,
tech diplomacy in
Asia

Regional Moderate (Asia
focus)

Brazil Forest control, defor-
estation impact

Variable climate pol-
icy commitment

Global (biodi-
versity)

Narrow (forests)

Russia Fossil fuel domi-
nance, industrial
inefficiency

Limited engagement
in GEP

Regional Narrow (energy)

India Rising emissions; de-
velopment pressures

BASIC group diplo-
macy; cautious lead-
ership

Regional Narrow (emerging
role)

17 Final Reflections

• Environmental power is dynamic and multidimensional.

• It depends on ecosystems, emissions, political will, and social legitimacy.

• Great powers can be both leaders and laggards.

• GEP shows that responsibility is increasingly shared across actors and sectors in a highly
interconnected world.
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18 Environmental Leadership and Global Responsibility

18.1 Regional and Global Environmental Roles of Great Powers

• The United States and European Union have historically shaped the institutional and
legal foundations of global environmental politics (GEP).

• The US focuses on regional environmental influence through NAFTA and bilateral treaties
with Latin America, while the EU uses environmental conditions in accession talks.

• China is emerging as a global environmental actor due to its large footprint and inter-
national ambitions. It promotes an ideology called ”ecological civilization” and seeks
legitimacy in Belt and Road partnerships.

• Japan has transitioned from aspiring global environmental leadership to acting mainly as
a regional leader in Asia, particularly Southeast Asia.

19 Great Powers as Managers of International Society

• Power inequality is a basic feature of international society, and great powers often assume
managerial roles.

• Realist IR theories emphasize material power as central to this role; social theories em-
phasize legitimacy and recognition.

• The English School defines Great Power Management (GPM) as one of five institutions
of international society, where great powers trade rights for responsibilities.

• Examples include British leadership in maritime rules and US leadership in internet gov-
ernance.

• Legitimacy is earned by acting responsibly and providing global public goods.

19.1 Ambiguities in Great Power Responsibility

• Capability does not automatically ensure responsibility. Some great powers reject their
expected roles or fail to act upon them.

• The definition of responsibilities is socially constructed and can evolve.

• At a minimum (pluralist view), great powers ensure order; at maximum (solidarist view),
they manage global goods including the environment.

• Whether states accept expanded roles depends on evolving norms and mutual recognition.
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20 Expanding the Security Agenda and GPM

• GPM has historically centered on traditional security: maintaining balance of power,
avoiding war, and joint intervention.

• Post-Cold War, non-traditional security (NTS) issues expanded GPM to include climate
change, pandemics, migration, and cybersecurity.

• These shared-fate threats require ”security with” cooperation rather than ”security
against” threats.

• Environmental security now sits within this wider NTS context and drives calls for greater
power involvement in global governance.

21 Merging GPM and Global Environmental Gover-
nance

• The traditional GPM framework is increasingly intertwined with global governance liter-
ature.

• Great powers now share environmental responsibilities with NGOs, IGOs, and smaller
states.

• The global governance of the environment reflects a decentralized approach, with shared
burdens depending on the issue-area.

• Environmental protection exemplifies this diffusion of responsibility.

22 Great Powers and Global Environmental Responsi-
bility

• Great powers are major contributors to environmental problems due to their scale of
activity.

• They face mounting pressure to lead in solving these problems as existing multilateral
institutions (like the UNFCCC) face gridlock.

• Calls for responsibility have intensified particularly in relation to emerging powers like
China and India.

• Acting on this responsibility allows rising powers to demonstrate peaceful intentions and
seek legitimacy.

23 Minilateralism and Institutional Gaps in GEP

• G7 and G20 forums have discussed climate change, but usually only generate non-binding
agreements.

23



• There is no formal environmental equivalent to the UNSC or IMF-style great power
privilege structures.

• Proposals to expand the UNSC to include environmental mandates have met resistance.

• Informal cooperation and small-group negotiations (minilateralism) have sometimes bro-
ken deadlocks, such as US-China cooperation before the Paris Agreement.

• However, minilateralism faces legitimacy issues, especially from developing countries ex-
cluded from backroom deals.

24 Securitizing the Environment: A Path to GPM

• Framing environmental issues (especially climate change) as security threats can elevate
their importance.

• This framing can justify urgent action and link GEP more tightly to traditional great
power responsibilities.

• Climate change poses existential risks to populations and infrastructure (e.g., sea-level
rise threatening coastal cities).

• Securitization can overcome slow collective action by invoking exceptional political re-
sponses.

• Therefore, environmental securitization creates space for an expanded GPM framework
that includes environmental stewardship as a core function.
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